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Jo John Englifhman, 


SIR, 
AS your laudable E ndeavours to antidote the Ma- 
lignity of thofe Pieces weekly printed under the 
Name ‘of the Watch- Tower, have given fo general a 
Satisfaction to the Publick; fo I hope the following 
Obiervations conveyed under your Patronage, will 


likewife be acceptable to your Friends, both Engli/h 


and Dutch. 
An Accident there'happen'd prod. aes Evil, 
Ghat did produce the fe Lines, wondrous civil ; 
Rhymes that would cbarm a Log, aud fright the De a 
: N.E. 


OTT O's fhould always have fome pret 
with the Subjects of the Pieces they are 
placed at the Head of ; Such Affinity here 
the Intelligent will di iover when [ tell 

’eom, The Watch-Tower, No. XXIV. lies betore me ; 

a Piece to be admired for its Stupidity and Impudence : 
Aud as an ill-n: a Satyr upon the Dutch, ’t 
vey'd to the Public in the Vizard of a‘ fincere 
«© Member of the Dutch Church.” How the Gentle- 
men of that Church will refent fuch Effrontry, the 
Event mutt fhew. But it feems, this is for fulh lling 
the late Promife of the W meh lower, in his No. 
XXI. that when he had finifhed the Narrative ot 
Governor Fletcher, * “fobn Englifhman’s then lait 
«© Week’s Performance, fhould receive ai! that Honour 
*¢ which is due to the joint Work of 
“ eight Reverend Clergymen. ‘This was areal Honour 
dent to that Piece, ‘and paid at the Expenee of his 
own, if be had any left, after the vaft Expence of it 
in fo many Prevarications ; efpecially thofe for which 
“Fobn Englifbman had repeatedly challenged him : And 
now, as one afhamed to fhow his Face, (the only 
Sign of Vertue he has left) pretends to fend a mongrel 
Dutchman to pay his promited Honours. Hunt{man- 
like, ipitting in his Chops, then hallco Bey. For what 
elfe is the fine Encomium at the End of this ridiculous 
Piece ? which, after all, be indeed pay this Honour 
to that Performance of ‘fohn Englifhman, viz. Vhat it 
proclaims to the Public ‘sidud this Truth ; That after 
fo long a Time of {training among the combined Heads 
of the Watch-Tower, not the leatt plaufible Aniwer 
can be made to Fehn Englijfhman. But what a con- 
temptible Opinion muft thefe Men have of the Gen- 
dasaee of the Dutch Church, to fg «0s one of their 
Members capable of writing any Thing at all, as a 
Hector and Bully for them, to 5 tienes and blufter 
and talk Nonfenfe, for affronting Gentlemen, eight 
Reverend Clergymen, if they believe the W atch-’Tower, 


£/4; 


tis con- 


a Conclave of 


and not one of them had ever given the leaft Caufe of 
an Afttront to the Dutch Church, or her /incere Mem- 
bers. Pull off the Matk ; ; and we have a young Pupil 
of the Watch- Tower’s, one who deferves to be treated 
with intire Contempt and Neglect, had he not made 
his Challenge, in the Concluiion of this ridiculous 
Performance, in a Manner that might induce the Vul- 
car to think he had periormed Wonders ; unlefs fome 
Notice had been taken of him. After fo many evident 
Attempts to delude and impofe upon the Vulgar, even 
by § erois and icandalous Prevarications and Uncruths, 
in which thefe Writers have been often publickly de- 
tected ; it is amazing to fee their Impudence in in- 
troducing this mock Dutchman, to fet out with a 
Charge of their own hated Vices upon thote thoke 
Characters are without the leaft Stain of that Kind, 
wiz. ** Deluding the Inhabitants of this Province in 
“© Matters of the cre atett Im portance re fpecting their 
“© Civil and Religious Privile: ges.” Of whom is this 
undeniably evident, but of the Authors of the 
Watch-T ower ? Nothing of this Kind was ever evident 
in the Conduct of the Eight Reverend Clergymen, to 
whom according to his fneering Promife, he muft now 
be paying his Honour. But, * one plain Proof, he 
jays, ** is their indefatigable Zeal to profelite People 
‘* to the Belief of this manifeftly inconfiftent Affertion, 
‘*uiz. That the 7 of England and Holland, 
** are Sifter Churches.” A Matter of great Importance 
this! for the Inhabitants of this Province to be deluded 
in, refpecting their Civil and Religious Liberties ! O 
ftupid Dutchman ! rather impudent Watch-Tower ! 
Manife/tly incan/iftent Affertion this! But how? Where- 
in? Which Way, inconfifent Ajertion ? Oh! hideous, 
frightful, abominable Hocus Pocus / But hark, what 
fays Gibble, Gobble? ‘* This Pofition is however fo 
“* utterly dettitute of any Foundation in Truth, that 
“¢ | entertain a better Opinion of their Underftandings 
‘ than to think that they give the leait Credit to what 
s dae publifh.” Phy, then, upon the Confciences of 
the Rogues! But Raillery apart. Pray, Mr. Watch- 
Tower, is not this the Aflertion of ‘fohn Engli/hman ? 
to whom you fay, Numb. XII. ** But you, Sir, alone, 
‘ of all the Partizans for the late bizotted Scheme, 
‘¢ appear to me the moft formidable Adverfary, becaufe 
<* you write with good Manners, and fome Colour of 
‘¢ Reafon ; and feem withall /incerely to believe, that 
** your Caufeis good, and your Arguments conclufive.” 
And now in Numb. XXIV. for that very fame Affer- 
tion then publifhed, and fince repeated in a Work 
you fay, of Eight Reverend Clergymen; you declare, 
‘© That you entertain a better Opinion of their Un- 
*¢ derftandings than to think that they give the leaft 
G “© Credit 
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Would any Man 


i he ‘? 
* Credit to what they publifh. 
or the leatt 


hat has the leaft Reeard to Decency, 
, ra 712 
\ alue for his Reputation, with Men | of di se < t 
cuilty of fuch Inconfiftency as this ; and not bluth at 
fearing y that any one takes Notice of it ? 
But as to the Point itfelf, of which, he fays, he 1s 
his Brethren, That: the 
b pifcopalia ins, &Jc.---is to 


conftrained to convince 
‘ principal Defign of the re 
“ deceive and miflead the Ignorant, &c.” Be it of Im- 
portance great » ditt le, or none at all, as any one fhall 
think, let us fee | how his °¢ little Reflection will fuff- 
es ciently convince every impartial Perfon of their 
© Treachery and Decettfulne/s This Accufation as 
rude as it is, has nothing but a glaring Fal {hood to 
fupport it, wz That the fame Perfons againtt whom 
he writes, who now aflert the in conteit, 
‘ave heretofore difclaimed it, as fondly as they now 
eagerly profefs it. And as t! is is afirmed w ithout one 
Syllable of Proof, or any Thi ng that E hapeege to be 
Proof, arbitrarily and falfely, I leave it to the Re- 
reap of the Reader, as w ell as to find out if he 
can, for what Reafon any Man is faid to be eager now 
m elias or fond formerly of difclaiming. Let us 
however attend him further in his blutte ring, and fee 
how ridiculous he makes his Dutchman. ‘* But to 
‘* put the Matter beyond all Difpute, 4e fays, and to 
very Thing that has been advanced by ‘fox 
6: Epelifpman, in Afirmance of the Sifter! ood con- 
‘ tended for,---( Don Quixot and the Wind-Mill) but 
how? He wil endeavour to prove, two Things. 
W ell.---But what if the Endeayour fhould be fruitlets ? 
Will a fruitlefs Endeavour; will barely endeavouring 
do “a Feats ? The two Things however are thefe. 
‘ That the beft Judges of the Controverfy now 
Slane us, whether Epifcopalians or of the Dutch 
Church, have difclaimed and denied this Sifterhood. 
2. * | will make it appear, (endeavour you fhould fay) 
“* by comparingthe reformed fale Senta 
«© and the Church of England to gether, that they differ 
“< widely in Point of Conftitution, ahappaieati Diicipline 
‘and Manners?” For this lait. we are referr'd toa 
future Performance, which, sailed it fhall contain 
more than it promifieth, is fufficiently antidoted by 


Sifterh 70% ‘a 


ee confute é7 


‘John Englifoman’s true Notion of Sifter Churches, 
Numb. i. Dithmiulitude in al! the Particulars menti- 


oned, may be admitted contiftently enough, with 
every [hing fobn Enelifbman has afierted of the Sifter- 
hood. But as to the Manners of the Dutch differi ing 
from the English, I hope every candid Dutchman will 
difavow the Attempts of the Watch-Tower, in this 
Pie Ce painting a Dutchman with Manners fo little 
polifhed, beftowing the fine Epithets at the beginning 
of his Paper, up xon Gentlemen w hofe only Offence to 
the Dutch was laying, the Dutch were confidered by 
the Church of England, as Members of a Sifter -Church: 
---** An Ajfront this, fays our Dutchman, to clearly 
se contradiétort > eath and Reafon, that it deferves 
*“‘the higheft Kefentment of the Publick.” What 
Affront is here given by the Watch-Tower, in this 
ridiculous Re prefentation ? 

But I will now fee what his Endeavour amounts to, 
for proving the firft of his two Thin: QS, ** That 

JOHN ENGLISHM. \N 
the W wor Tower, 
ted ; or, Priett, Priet ly, Priftianity, or fome fuch Thing ; ; 


confult their Di&ionaries, and try if they « cannot fax ‘d 
the/e 
verb, 


VIZ. 


The worit W h--- cries Wh--- firit : 


luagination, aswell as much Imbec tlity and Pe. lantry 


Voi. Il. Ed the 3d Fol. p. 298 


doth, in all Love and Compa(f: on, humbl, /y ady ufe that no 
avho cannot ope their Mouths, Wi thout [pe wing Out fe bofe ve al Wor 


in E> <preffion. N. 
, and do not find one fingle Word of Maite 


é¢ the beft Judges of the Controverty — before us 
‘© whether E pifcopalians, or of the Dute be hurch, have 
‘< difclaimed or ier d this Sifterhood.” Thete bett 
Judges, are, doubtleis, fuch as he thought d-/ for his 
Purpote ; and yet, he has not found one that fays a 
Word about the Sifterhood ; unlefs it be that, As t/- 
Fool thinks, fo the Bell clinks. Uniriendly Treatment, 
(if it were true that fuch has happened) it no more 
difproves the Relation of Sifters, than Dir Emilitude in 
Habits and Manners. Silters have fometimes had hard 
Squabbies between them, and ne’erthelets been truly 
Sitters, and foon after very good Friends again. Arch- 
bifhop Laua’s Conduct has been faul ited by many that 
have t} hought him not deferving the Fate he met with 
And I purp pofely avoid inlarging upon the Neceflities ot 
‘Temptations of thofe troublelome Times, becaule I 
woulc d; ivoid fuch Recriminations as mui{t affect m ny 
Diffenters, who are not lifted under the Banner of the 
WV atch Teter and ’tis to be hoped never will, any 
more than the Dutch. This Writer’s Account, if we 
— give Credit to it, makes the Conduct of the Bi- 

fhop, with Relation to the Dutch, proceed from Rea- 
fons of State, and the Necetlity of our own Affairs, 
rather than from any Denial of a fitterly Relation be- 
tween the Engli/h and Dutch Nations or Churches, 
whi ich mean the fame Thing; and Lord Scudamore’s 
Conduct at France, and others at home, upon the fame 
Motives, Lord Clariadcn faults, as proceeding to ex- 
cels. And Rapin’s Account proves not one Jot more, 
as to the Point my Datchenan was to endeavour. But 
I can’t avoid telling | him, that 1 don’t believe he has 
recited Rapin’ s Words, without Additions of his own, 
and not giving the leaft Notice of it: They who have 
the Opportumty, which [I want at prefent, may con- 
fult that Author as quoted, Vol. IL. p. 298, where, 
I can’t believe, thefe Words will be found, uzz. ** had 


*¢ obtained fundry Privileges from the former Kings, 
‘© and particularly, the Liberty of celebrating Divine 
** Service after their Manner, that is, the Pre/by- 
“ tertans.” ‘Thefe lait Words, I guefs, are an Addi- 
tion, with a Defign to deceive ‘the “ym The for 
mer prove contrary to his Pretenfion. A filteily 
Friendthip. 

All that he collects from the occafional Conformity 
Act; an Act that I have never heard of, (but L un 


no Lawyer) and alfo from the Teft-AQ, proving 9 no- 
thing incontiftent with Sifferhood ; nor all that he has 
obterved from the Behaviour of the Dutch towards 
the Members of the Church of England ; nor th 

Favours to the Scotch and French, for they admit nei- 


ther of them into their Cle/es, or anv Offices in thei 
C; odds 

estate, without Conformity to their E ftablifhment in 
Religion. And pray, What Reafon has cne Sifter to 


Claim of another, the Command of her 
Keys of her Trea tury? And mutt 
a Favour, a 


Houte, or 
the Refuial of fuch 
ifter all other reafonable Aéts of — Ss 
be conttrued into a Diiclaim of Relation ?---Thus I 
have an{wered my Dutchman's Challenge, as far as 
the Limits of your Paper will allow, 


his lil-Manners and the Wutch-T; 
Notice. 


and farther ~~ 
‘Ndi s deferved a 


e- 
avs 


torious Set of Bigots, the Authors cf 
ds, Bi got, Bigots, B: gotry, and Big ol- 


that they would « vigerou/ly exert their Imagii: ations, @ pt deligent! y 
lome other Terms and Ideas that 
for that ihe World is perfealy. furfeitea with the fe unlucky & 


An athe rather, as 


will ar fuer their Purpofe as well as 
Sounds, efpecially from them, who do but ver: ify the old Pro- 
(befiaes a great Ae of Malice ) they betray much Powerty of 

I have carefuily perufed Rapin’s riaaed , 
~ - Dorde acenfis Quot: ation. J. £ 











NEM-YORK: Prined by J. PARKER and W, Wevyman 
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